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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 December 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)£3 This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-25 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) EI Claim(s) 1.2.5-8.10-13,15-18,20-22 and 25 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) 3.4,9,14,19,23 and 24 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)Q None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment (A) 



1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 12/29/03. 

2. Claims 20-25 have been added. 

3. Claims 1-25 are pending in this action. 

4. Ground of rejection, with the exception of claim 10, was changed due to 
applicant's persuasive argument and the discovery of a new reference (US 5,966,081). 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. In 
this instance, — phone locking is "nnnnnn", where n is a digitfrom 0 to 9" was not 
defined as such. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



Claims 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Meche et 
al. (Meche) (US 5,600,708). 

As per claim 10: a method for controlling phone-locking of a mobile communication 
terminal including the steps of; 

Receiving an order message reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 16-22; col. 5, lines 20-45). 
Reporting a lost terminal can be considered as an order since the end results of both 
the reporting and ordering are the same, which is having the lost terminal locked. 
Checking whether the received order message is a message for phone-locking reads on 
708 (see col. 5, lines 20-45). 

Reading a password from a memory in case that the order message is a message for 
phone-locking, reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 9-67; col. 5, lines 20-45; col. 6, lines 19- 
31). MT's executing internal UIM locking procedures includes reading a password from 
a memory. 



States. 
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5, line 57-col. 9, line 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2, 5-8, 10-13, 15-18, 20-22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Meche et al. (Meche) (US 5,600,708) in view of Chesnutt 
(US 5,966,081). 

As per claim 1 : a method for controlling phone-locking of a mobile communication 
terminal comprising the steps of: 

Transmitting an order message for phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 2, lines 1-22; 
col. 3, lines 16-22). 

Setting a phone-locked state for the lost terminal according to the transmitted order 
message for phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 5, lines 20-45; col. 6, lines 32-36). 
But, Meche does not explicitly teach about receiving a phone-locked request signal from 
a user so as to lock a lost terminal, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field 
of endeavor, Chesnutt teaches about a paging activated electronic security system, 
wherein an antitheft system is provided to render an electronic device inoperable via a 
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Enabling a variable value for phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 
9, line 42). List indicates variable value for phone-locking. 
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paging network in response to the owner's request for such an action upon discovering 
that the electronic device was lost (see col. 2, line 27-col. 3, line 47). Although 
Chesnutt's reference is focused onto laptop computers, it is taught that any electronic 
device controlled by a microprocessor can benefit from the system (see col. 2, lines 
3236). Since mobile phones are electronic devices controlled by a microprocessor, the 
two references are combinable. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Meche's reference 
with Chesnutt's teaching for the advantage of providing a low cost antitheft system that 
can render a stolen equipment inoperable (see col. 1 , lines 38-42). 
As per claim 2: the method wherein the order message is transmitted from a mobile 
communication service provider through a base station to the lost terminal reads on 
708 (see col. 2, lines 1-22; col. col. 5, lines 5-11). 

As per claim 5: the method wherein setting a phone-locked state comprises: 
Receiving an order message from a base station reads on 708 (see fig. 1, elements 50 
and 1 0; col. 5, lines 5-1 1 ). 

Checking whether the received order message is a message for phone-locking reads on 
'081 (see col. 3, line 61-col. 4, line 3). 

Reading a stored password, setting a phone-locked state and rebooting the terminal, in 
case that the received order message is a message for phone-locking reads on '081 
(see col. 3, line 61-col. 4, line 4; col. 5, lines 20-30). 

As per claim 6: the method wherein the terminal executes a corresponding order 
command in case that the received order message is a general order message reads 
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on 708 (see col. 5, lines 20-45). It is obvious that if the or when the message is not a 

command to activate a phone -locking, it is a general service message. 

As per claim 7: the method wherein the order message for phone-locking comprising: 

A message type field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 12-43). 

An other protocol type field reads on 708 (see col. 7, lines 11-18). 

An order specific field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). Each of the codes in the 

recited paragraph represents 'order specific field' associated with a message. 

As per claim 8: the method wherein the terminal judges of the order message for 

phone-locking on the basis of the order specific field value of the order message, reads 

on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). 

As per claim 11: the method wherein the order message is transmitted from a mobile 
communication service provider through a base station to the lost terminal reads on 
708 (see col. 2, lines 1-22; col. col. 5, lines 5-11). 

As per claim 12: the method wherein the order message for phone-locking comprising: 

A message type field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 12-43). 

An other protocol type field reads on 708 (see col. 7, lines 11-18). 

An order specific field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). Each of the codes in the 

recited paragraph represents 'order specific field' associated with a message. 

As per claim 13: the method wherein the terminal judges of the order message for 

phone-locking on the basis of the order specific field value of the order message 

reads on 708 (see col. 8, lines 57-67; col. 9, lines 22-42). 
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As per claim 15: a method for controlling phone-locking of a mobile communication 
terminal comprising the steps of; 

transmitting an order message to a phone-locking request reads on 708 (see 3, lines 
16-22; col. 4, lines 10-20; col. 4, line 66-col. 5, line 1). The prior art advantageously 
teaches that a network can remotely enable and disable if a mobile station is reported 
stolen/and or by detecting misuse of the device and making follow up using three lists 
(see col. 4, lines 10-20). 

Setting the state of the lost terminal as a phone-locked state according to the 
transmitted order message reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 16-22, lines 49-52). 
Receiving an order message reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 16-22; col. 5, lines 20-45). 
Checking whether the received message is a message for phone-locking reads on 708 
(see col. 5, lines 20-45). 

Reading a password from a memory in case that the order message is a message for 
phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 9-67; col. 5, lines 20-45; col. 6, lines 19- 
31). MT's executing internal UIM locking procedures includes reading a password from 
a memory. 

Enabling a variable value for phone -locking reads on 708 (see col. 5, line 57-col. 9, 
line 9, line 42). List indicates variable value for phone-locking. But, Meche does not 
explicitly teach about transmitting an order message to a lost terminal in response to a 
receiving a request signal from a user, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related 
field of endeavor, Chesnutt teaches about a paging activated electronic security system, 
wherein an antitheft system is provided to render an electronic device inoperable via a 
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paging network in response to the owner's request for such an action upon discovering 
that the electronic device was lost (see col. 2, line 27-col. 3, line 47). Although 
Chesnutt's reference is focused onto laptop computers, it is taught that any electronic 
device controlled by a microprocessor can benefit from the system (see col. 2, lines 
3236). Since mobile phones are electronic devices controlled by a microprocessor, the 
two references are combinable. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Meche's reference 
with Chesnutt's teaching for the advantage of providing a low cost antitheft system that 
can render a stolen equipment inoperable (see col. 1, lines 38-42). 
As per claim 16: the method wherein the step of transmitting an order message 
comprising the steps of: 

Transmitting an order message to a lost terminal reads on 708 ( 
Receiving a response signal to the order message from the lost terminal reads on 708 ( 
Transmitting an order message acknowledge signal to the lost terminal, when the 
response signal is received 

As per claim 17: the features of claim 17 are similar to the features of claim 12. Hence, 
claim 17 is rejected on the same ground as claim 12. 

As per claim 18: the method wherein the terminal recognizes the order message for 
phone-locking when the order specific field value of the order message is a 
predetermined value reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). 

As per claim 20: the method wherein the phone-locking state restricts persons other 
than the user from using the lost terminal reads on 708 (see col. 2, lines 1-9). 
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As per claim 21 : the method wherein the phone-locking state allows receptionof calls 
at the lost terminal reads on '081 (see col. 2, lines 27-61). 

As per claim 22; the method wherein the phone-locking state restricts persons other 
than the user from accessing user information reads on "708 (see col. 2, lines 1-26). 
As per claim 25: the method wherein the transmitted order message for phone-locking 
is "nnnnnn", where n is a digit from 0 to 9 reads on '081 (see col. 2, lines 10-13). 



Claims 3, 4, 9, 14, 19, 23 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Allowable Subject Matter 



Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 5-8, 10-13, 15-18, 20-22 and 
25 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N Zewdu whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
5418. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (703) 308-5318. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306- 



0377. 



Meless Zewdu 





Examiner 



SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



13 March 2004. 



